Antiwar Movement Gropes 


Course to Follow 


News Analysis 


wanted to know the same 
thing: Where is the peace 
movement going now? 

There were a hundred dif- 
ferent suggestions, much 
discussion and more rheto- 
ric — but no answers. 

After all the emotion of 
Saturday’s massive march, 
the peace movement stands 
where it was before. It is 


loosely structured, divided 
ideologically into a number 
of factions and lacking any 
central direction. 

Take, for example, the 
meeting to discuss plans for 
creating a new national 
party at the Continental 
Hotel yesterday. It was 
time, one man suggested, to 
bring about “a ' radical 
change in the country.” 

See PROTEST, A18, Col. 1 
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For New 

By Haynes Johnson 

Washington Post Staff Writer 

As always, the aftermath 
is an anticlimax. 

The protesters have gone, 
for now, leaving behind lit- 
ter and memories of their 
march, but the problems 
they demonstrated against 
remain unresolved. 

The marchers are finding 
out something not so . sur- 
prising: It is easier to ex- 
press opposition than to cre- 
ate the conditions that bring 
genuine change. 

“We just can’t let all 
those people who came here 
go down,” said a woman yes- 
[ terday. “We just have to 
capitalize on the importance 
of what happened Satur- 
day.” 

She was speaking at a con- 
ference called to plan a new 
political party— and the 
questions she raised were 
being asked all over Wash- 
ington. 

At American University, 
some 650 members of the 
Students for a Democratic 
Society met for hours on the 
future strategy. At St. Ste- 
phen and the Incarnation 
Church, groups conferred 
about the draft and resist- 
ance plans. In hotels, other 
organizations wrestled with 
the same questions. 

Simply put, they all 


PROTEST, From A1 

Someone else said it was 
time for “a new image.” 
Another remarked on “the 
new spirit.” 

Others spoke in the rheto- 
ric of the organizer and the 
jargon of the day. 

“It’s very relevant to us.” 
“... get programmatic 
ideas that have currency.” 
“We’ve got to be very- 
demonstration-oriented.” 
“Now we get down to the 
nitty-gritty.” 

All the Problems 

There was talk of old poli- 
tics and new politics, of the 
black problem, the oriental 


problem, the Appalachian 
problem, the urban problem, 
the rural problem, the rural 
problem, the migrant prob- 
lem, the pollution problem. 
Of problems and steering 
committees, of new struc- 
tures and “making a big 
deal in the press,” of John 
Lindgay and Eugene Mc- 
Carthy. 

There was discussion 
about a name. Should it be 
the New Party, the New 
Radical Party, the New 
World Party? Should it have 
a genuine philosophy?. 

The same diversity — or 
prolixity, if you will — was 
present at the SDS meeting. 
AmOng the literature the 
members passed out was a 
paper that expressed an 
opinion about the peace 
movement’s direction. 

It read: 

“The antiwar movement 
must now push the liberals 
as far as they will go toward 
ending the war. But the lib- 
erals have no- intention of 
dismantling the war ma- 
chine, only stopping its 
growth and using present 
taxes and future larger 
taxes to provide still more 
pork-barrels in the cities, 
still more fat contracts and 
business subsidies. 

“These policies can only 
scratch the surface of the 
problems of life facing the 
working and poor people of 
this country, while not 
really coping with mounting 
job insecurity, urban rot 
and falling real wages. 

“At least one out of nine 
American workers is em- 


ployed directly or indirectly 
by the military machine. If 
the ; antiwar movement 
merely proposes to stop 
some of the military spend- 
ing associated with Vietnam, 
the workers- will correctly 
see the antiwar movement 
as a threat to their jobs. 
This is Why the masses of 
American workers are not 
in the movement.” 

‘National Line’ 

The students discussed 
Whether SDS should now 
adopt “a national line.” 
Some suggested an attempt 
to expand student strikes 
against the war into the gen- 
eral labor movement and 
the creation of an independ- 
ent workers’ party. 

Again, no conclusions 
were reached. 

What emerged from yes- 
terday’s aftermath sessions 
was not so much a sense of 
the force the peace move- 
ment represents in America, 
but its present formlessness. 
The divisions along political 
and ideological lines- are 
deep. 

On Saturday radicals, rev- 
, olutionaries, reformers, lib- 
erals and moderates came 
together in common Cause. 
Today, they are divided 
again. 

As the events of 1968 dem- 
onstrated so clearly,' peace 
as a political issue can be a 
decisive force. But it re- 
quires a national leader and 
a true national platform and 
purpose — such a purpose as 
electing, or toppling, a Pres- 
ident. The peace movement 


lacks that purpose now. 

Sidney Lens, one of the 
organizers of Saturday’s 
demonstration, the greatest 
political gathering in Ameri- 
can history, put that event 
in perhaps its best perspec- 
tive. Standing in the lobby 
of the New Mobilization 
headquarters . yesterday, 
Lens merely remarked: 

“Symbolically, it was im- 
portant.” 



